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1AXC\AA£L_CE^N^oVro Se Plaintiff; 


v. 


DONALD TRUMP 

Chief Executive Officer of the United States 
Office of the President; 


WILLIAM BARR 

United States Attorney General 

Department of Justice; 

SUSAN B. GERSON 
Assistant Director 

Office of the United States Attorneys; 

JOHN DOE 

Associate Director 

Office of Information Policy; 

DAVID L. HARLOW 

Deputy Director 

United States Marshal Service; 

WILLIAM E. BORDLEY 
Associate General Counsel 
United States Marshal Service, and; 

JOHN DOE 

Director of the Bureau of Prisons 
Department of Justice; Defendants. 

Rebellion to tyranny is obedience to God " 
- Benjamin Franklin 


Case: 1:19-cv-02107 
Assigned To : Unassigned 
Assign. Date : 7/8/2019 
Description: FOIA/Privacy Act (l-DECKj 


[Presidential Memorandum^Fe!^ Act ’ Title 5 USC sections 552, 552(a)(4)(B), 552(a)(6)(C)(i)] and 


I. PREAMBLE 


pphoi^ of cM. liberties and the laws necessary 

lives of its citizens are intertwined with its' application Everv aovemSStai^SS ? ?" are bas u ed upon the constitution. The 
foremost, with the entirety of the constitution and all of the civil liberties gSranterf w!th"n accordance, first and 

II . JURISDICTION and VENUE 

unconstitutionally^hin a^Bureau^of Prisons^facilit^The^aim^ff <f S the plaintiff herein - currently being held unlawfully and 

due, in pertinent part, that he is acEa*^^ a total waiver of court fees in this' matter 

information requested has not been authentically declared SalN exlmnt^, t ° re “ rds ^ ' nformatlon requested. That 
[Title 5 USC section 552(a)(4)(B) and 552(a)(6)(C)(i)j and theVesideSlx^^ to 
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III . PLAINTIFF 

3. The plaintiff was, at all relevant times, prosecuted in the United States. 

IV. DEFENDANTS 

4. The aforementioned defendants are legaliy responsibie for winding documents necessa* for any criminal defense 

V. RELIEF REQUESTED 

Procedure 65]. S ^ declaratory and '"junctive relief authorized by the constitution pursuant to [Federal Rule of Civil 

e. The P, ain,iff reguests the, this judicial ,oo k a, me specido acts ohaiienged. no, the Judicia, proceedings preceding *em 
7. Plaintiff requests disclosure and/or receipt, without charge, of: 

a) Certified copy of his plea agreement; 

b) Affidavit of criminal complaint; 

c) Information filed by the government; 

d) Arrest warrant or summons; 

e) Letter of Certificate of concurrence; 

f) Affidavit of Complaint of Probable Cause Hearing; 

g) Grand Jury transcripts, ballot, or record for inspection, and; 

his right to a true-bMUndlctmemand waivingT 6 ^ 0 " ^ ^ Un ' ted StateS Attorney ’ or collo 9 uy of defendant being advised of 
maintaining octroi S therequestedd^meS^lh^dl^lsT 81 ^ S ° 38 pUrsue justice and stop the defendants from 

VI . STATEMENT of FACTS and INJUSTICE ARGUMENT 

ttSSrSES eler SsTd ^ His ^»» 

requested the documents twice (from the clerk of courts then FoS?^ fli^ 7 ' 9, ; ored by the government. Plaintiff 
(Criminal No.S^Tr^ \ to no av^ nr Lw2n F °^ } ' then filed a Motlon for Disclosure" in his criminal case 

right to inspect the documents. All of the requested records' documeSta !S S6 reqU . es * a ' the P |aintiff w as never accorded the 
that would demonstrate whether or not the plaintiff is held lawfullv negotiable instruments, files, answers, response 

or even commented upon. Upon ? ver prasented upon request, said to be nonexistent, 



Article III and that conduct has been hidden by the defendant' refusal to dfs!KthS P '°, Wer " 3 manner that is forbidden by 
clause of Article III stipulates that judicial power isVSSSSSS mM documents pursuant to FOIA. The 

laws of the United States, and any treaties made under their aSfhorUv The SuLm« ST?' 3 T 9 U " der the constitution . the 
Federal Courts is governed by [28 United States Code sacin? i?S y ar L h fh . ® C ° Urt emphasized that jurisdiction in 

Congress to the courts to deckle a palter Sd^al ir iS ' eSSe " t,a " y ' the auth °dty conferred by 

US 528, 538 94 S. Ct. 137 2 39 L Ed°2 d 577 (°974)^ qUes on ' or case > ln one manner or the other [Hogans v, Lavine, 415 

shall be held to answer for a capital or infamou* rrimo i e ^ ^ Amendments clause which states that, "fnlo person 
court o, this land has the““T.' S" 3 9 ' and ^ ° f 
occurred in the plaintiffs criminal case toe defendants have T Kn ° win9 that these Proceedings have not 

prosecution failed to comply with the rules Drescrihert i mrtnf thi f re l0 , dls ?° se those documents which demonstrate so. The 
18 USC (former) statute 687 an2 ol %ZT '"f [ f S ° f ' June 29,h ' ,95 ° <*. 445 

verdict. J 9 oetailed the proceedings in a criminal case - prior to and including a 

of proof M U intoted 0 by me S any crtml " al de,ense ' * ha ‘ <he *>“rden 

delineated herein and are specific to ret|UeS,ed a " d ,he sub)ecl * h0reof ™ 

to. These requested records stem from the plaintiffs^conviction " if it nn hP^Pmo? ^oy/emrnenX of which requests were sent 
defendant-in-error without them. ' * can deeme d Slj ch without the documents. He is a 


cause to arrest him, subject-mater junction over''him'^an^ndir'T l ° ^ hether ] he government even had probable 

the Constitution's third article - based on the fact that these esserffiaMr^ 1 ^ IS tu fair standin 9 u P° n th e requirements of 
hold, convict, sentence, and imprison “he nfaintiff do nS1 ® * r T ff Wh ' Ch Supposed| y support th ® claim to arrest 

court's docket and multiple PP 6X,St ' They d ° n0t 3ppear ‘° 0V6r have existed = basad the 

informa^oI^ls Uself^det^^n^tolfof pro^abte c^seTl^tfumish^^suffic the t C ° ntenti t ° n '"™ that Prosecutor's decision to file an 
elaborated that, "Although a conscientious^^ re3SOn to detain a defendant pending trial." They 

against unfounded detention, we d^o^inS prosecution affords a measure of protection 

Amendment. Indeed, we think the Court’s previous decisions comnpi ^ andin9 a ° n f meets the requirements of the Fourth 
process is itself a due-process violation which fundamentally invalidates ' ^ "* With ° Ut dUS 

upon a tJn^ed SyaTes^ttcfmey's information was invalfd'because "the Ed ' 5 ° 5 (192?)] ^ th3t 33 arrest warrant issu ed solely 
Therefore, an arrest based on such^docurnemafion is “S?2 f 000 ™^^" 9 affldavits were fundamentally defective. 
United States, 287 US 241 250 (1931)1 A proDerlv constituted ?^' d? 693 Under the F ° Urth Amendm ent [Ex Parte 
returned Ip open court, otherwise i, is "unfair upon its lace." Thereto,e L mUS ' b " 

VII . LEGAL CLAIM STATEMENT 

not seem that an actual criminal complaint, magistrate complaint, or sworn affidavit was ever filed prior to capturing the 



•plaintiff. It is stranga mBffiJOTtt rS'SWffit, -E®*. °! e 8 not Dresen , „„ , h 

Return pf th. Judgm.* and Commitment Order, indictment, and other important dXKWfiKKS a lawful 

S-SCS f - «-'ved from the 

Bureau of Prisons and are a direct result of vindictive prosecution ri8 IJSP Q Pr tinn * * mq f o ' ncarcerate h,m the 

been blatantly violated in this case, and those oTrThyXSThep^ sec,i °" 3621 < c » hav8 

constitutional and violated (28 USC section 2071(b)] as the District court totally l a cl^,^^Sl^*K We, * 

Obama 6 GMfSSS^SS“ tSoSo^nufnS ■*“2 ;21! *■ 2 °° 9 '■* Barrack 
issue a declaratory order to release 438 Us‘l54 HwXlT*'! accordln ^ 

knowingly false or that exhibit a reckless disreaard for the truth m ..ct nnt h J^ 4, ,l 65 .[ 1978 ^ ho,ds that statements that are 

B~£™i‘S=3S.:E-r 

VIII . CERTIFICATE of SERVICE and CLOSING 
Addressed for Service of Process: 


Donald Trump 

Executive Office of the President of the United States 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave. f NW. 

Washington, DC 20510 

William Barr 

United States Dept, of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW. 

Washington, DC 20530-0001 


Susan B. Gerson 
Office of the US Attorneys 
FOIA/Privacy Unit 
Department of Justice 
600 E. St., NW. 

Room 7300 

Washington, DC 20530-0001 


Associate Director 
Office of Information Policy 
1425 NY Ave., NW. 

Suite 11050 

Washington, DC 20530-0001 



»6ayid Harlow 

United States Marsh^§g^icl 9 - cv - 02107 ’ UNA Document 1 
• H. Carl Moultrie Courthouse 
500 Indiana Ave., NW. 

Room C-520 
Washington, DC 20001 
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William Bordley 

United States Marshals' Service 
FOIA/PA, CS 7, 10th FI. 

2604 Jefferson Davis Highway 
Alexandria, VA 22301 


Director of the Bureau of Prisons 
Central Office 
First St., NW 
Washington, DC 20534 
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EXHIBIT - REFERENCE CASES 

The court dockets and subsequent materials to the following cases are presented to demonstrate how endemic these due- 
process failures are to the current criminal system. They span various districts across the nation. Each case, however is unique 
and presents its' own serious issues that fundamentally return to subject-matter jurisdiction over-reach due to "short-cuts" taken 
by prosecutors. Those "short-cuts" circumvent constitutional law. 

a) _ 

_District of ______ 

_: -C R-_-_-_ 

This is an example of criminal procedure done correctly. The court's docket mentions all of the required hearings and all 
documents are signed. When requested by the defendant in this case, he was quickly furnished with a copy of all requested 
materials. (No totally correctly processed case has been located as of this time.) 

b) Najeem Moore 
Eastern District of Wisconsin 
2:13-CR-00084-LA-1 

Moore was indicted then prosecuted later on a second, superseding, indictment. The court then accepted a waiver of 
indictment, suggesting that the initial indictment used to incarcerate the defendant was known to be invalid. 

c) Dennis Goggel 
Southern District of New York 
1:13-C R-00521-L75 

An international citizen arrested in Kenya, Africa, without a criminal complaint, indictment, or even information. He was 
extradited to the United States and sentenced under its 1 penal code without being afforded any of its' rights. 

d) Roy Hale 

Southern District of New York 
1:92-CR-00091-RJD 

Hale was prosecuted on a superseding indictment missing signatures by both the United States Attorney and the grand jury 
foreman. Despite prodding the court, it has been unable to demonstrate that any grand jury hearing ever occurred or that an 
United States Attorney validated the indictment. The government refuses to disclose the documents and continues to file 
frivolous, illegal, dismissals. 

e) Ali Shukri Amin 
Eastern District of Virginia 
1:15-CR-00164-CMH-1 

Arrested on a "search and seizure" without a criminal complaint, indictment, or information; as a legal juvenile. He was held for 
over one-hundred days under torturous conditions. The prosecution then presented information to the courts, without his 
consensual waiver of indictment, only after a guilty plea. The government refuses to issue a warrant of arrest or any of these 
other documents. 

f) Munir Abdulkader 
Southern District of Ohio 

A victim of entrapment, held in custody for over thirty-four months before being arraigned on any criminal complaint. He was 
arrested without an arrest warrant, which was filed and returned served the next day. His counsel filed ten waivers in collusion 
with the prosecution. Kept in solitary confinement under communication restrictions for almost the entire period during which the 
major decisions regarding his criminal case were made, without his consent. The government refuses to acknowledge his 
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requests for documentation. 

g) Daniel Boyd 
North Carolina 
5:09-CR-00216-FL 

Arrested on an indictment and put into solitary confinement for over two years. He was prosecuted and convicted on a second, 
superseding indictment, which was never presented to a grand jury. The signature is redacted on the only indictment received 
by the courts, which was dropped and has no significance. The government refuses to disclose the pertinent documents. 

h) James O. Johnson 
District of Maryland 
8:09-CR-00085-DKC 

Arrested without a criminal complaint, which was filed after his arrest. Held in custody on false-pretense indictments filed as 
information, then the court filed a waiver of indictment much later. 
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I, fA ' v w t < v , hereby certify that the forgoing is a truly served copy. It must be deemed filed at the time delivered to 

prison authorities for forwarding to the court [Houston v. Lack, 101 L. Ed. 2d 245 (1988)], upon the court and parties to litigation. 
This was accomplished by placing the same in a sealed, postage paid, envelope, then depositing it in the United States Postal 
Mail at the facility designated below. 

By signing below, I certify that: this complaint complies with the requirements of the [Federal Rules of Court Procedure 11]. To 
the best of my knowledge and information, I certify that this complaint is not being presented for any improper purpose, such as: 
harassment, causing unnecessary delay, or needlessly increasing the cost of litigation. I certify that it is supported by 
meritorious arguments of law and that the factual contentions presented have evidentiary support, or, if found to be deficient, 
will likely be identified to have evidentiary support after reasonable opportunity for investigation. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the forgoing is true and correct. 

Signed on <L fa 11 1 20 Y\ 

Cfcrsu* l. ^ _ _ , Pro Se 

Name: 

iQUiate ID # - S>(yb 

<ECLor USP (Circled)_ 

PO Box 


#justice4all 



